Jenuary 3, 1969
Dsar W11,

Firnt nf all, leot me compliment you for your lettars of
Deoeioer 13th and 'I.?t.h. 1068 a8 well as the pago-byepage notes for yourasslf
on that firety giepier in the book on lagel. Thera is nothing routine about
this semplinent when you recognize that only vhern Lenin had himecif ashieved
his philesophie reorganication Had ho recognized thut Plekhansv, although he
had written hundrods ard aven thousands of pages on the Hegelian dialectic,
had not acturlGy sindied what Lenin ceallsd ftho dislostic proper, that is
0 say, the dialeotis ¥s elaborated in the Soience of logle itself, you will
rassgnize iy your lsbers wlth the chapter on Hegel's worke are so impartant,
This hag nothing to do with whether your statements are "gorreat! or "incorraect”.
what 1s important is that, inciead of goilng te tho "sasy? chapters on Marx
amd the clase sixrugple stec,, you are irving to break through the Hegelian
catagories directly. Alsmo, your page~by-page rofutions will be of gres$
'vnlue 40 ma when I atart the f:.nn.u. writing,

. : Bw way of introduation to the cantra] quostlions gouy poss
on ¥an a8 fubject #nd the relationship of Method, I should liike to point out
that vhwi sppears to you as “digresginns! are, in fact, method, I detest
Mrane dropping“ in philosophic works especlally aml I am, especinlly, conscious
of that in s work such as Philosophy and REvolution, sincs the work is directed
. ‘toward the prolatariat, Therefore, if I am gompelled to mention othe naies
- than Hegal, such a3 Flobte and Schelling, it iz buwcanse rons but thess nanes
roprevent go conerete an "inevitohle devdlopmant™ in every philescphic
. turning point thet thare-is no way to eecupe mentiening the names in order
to akow the mevement of %deas, Thus, the question c¢f tradde whiol has
alwayse beean maliolously attributad to Hegol instead of Fishte and Schelling
ir, In Zact, an attack on the mechanicsl cenceptions of g)l Marzliats sinos
‘Warx up to 1615, This theeis - antithesis - as synathesis hos plegued the
 movazen’ and hlirded it to seoing,iranzformation into oppdsite instesd of.
pynthesis ,so that none were preparsd for the collapes of tho second intere
notionsl, This 48 whyr Lenin wvas so insistent that one, and only one,
Beatagorr? A3 orucipl to any single periced end that his etoetra ateetra
tet on & dialentic prineiple waz iransformafion into opposite.
(this does not mean that some of the digressions I mada
are rot better done without. I'm stressing the opposite in order %o have you
recognige thai, as method, digesalions aren't &lways digressions but rather
the trus courso of history. or, &z liezol strassed, the sum total of "accidente"
‘ma¥ke up the course of histery.)

Now then, you asked gbout the most diffiecult of all questions
in philosophy when you asked "how to ccansst man &9 subject and method". The
firet AMLiculty in answering derives from the fact that there-is no answer,
or rathe that there are several answers, sll equslly valid and yet comnletely
opposad, Horoover, thare is no way to know which 1s correct at any one time
becanse the proot 1a in the practics, Whon a Sartre places all of his
exphasis on "contingenoy® wlons, ag if there was nothing Lnevitable or

"prow-determined”, he 1s very wrong and yet contincency s erue o any
Hegelian-Marxian concopt of inevitability and necessity whick' ¥ruly not
predetermined, novam-theless inavitably omerges out of its owm dliaslectical
developrent.

lLet mo see whethar I cannot re-state this in clesrer terms.
Man &3 subjeat determines the final outcoms, shapos the course of history,
anticipates its future development. At the same time, not only is he himself
a product of history, amd bound by it, bat in the dialectle, that 1a to Bay’
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devoiopment through contradistlon of hie realationship to the objective aitumtlon
a3 well as the ralationship of various ciass forces, the new dialectis that :
energes out of Lily confrontatlon of confllicoting forues may bo mmethmg aito~
gether different than what tha maa'e pre-conseption was.

Taiz, thera can bo no gimals snmuer to '..'}-.-:t iz mothod bacanso

coch situstion &5 well &P oash fear has 1ts cun dislsstic. Thus, there i3 &

faleatic to thought. There is a diglectic to the objoctive situstivn, There
19 & disloodle in himicry aid in esach himtoric period., There is a dixlectlc

or salfederalopnent ih mai. And not & single one of thess forms. of develonment
is unrelated ts the other, For example, you seem to think that if was & digresaion
to speak of Aristotle's Abaolutes when 1t was diffisult enough to come to grips
witk Hegel"s Abrslutea, %, sinse nelther Aristotle nor Hogel wore sxactly
proisetarian revoluticniste, it wk B necesasary to show that tha divislon betwsen
them was nevertholsss 8o graat that ane asuld be Msised right side tp“ {not
tpoide down®), The reason this wus sn vas the differance in th ie period,
In Avistotie's time thera way not only the division belwesn th¥ ind the
workers, but the workers wara slaves and Aristotle, therefore, could not conceive
‘them a8 polfedoveloping subjects so that when he spoke of Absclute, ha meant :
% ‘of &il tha wonders of tho world tmt the "thirkers” could enjoy.

s who 1ived in the poriod of the French Revolution, where the sans’ -
kullotw mu'e very actlve, indeel 2nd this movement from below penetrated even
inte the Ivery Towsre of' Philozophers, sspecially the philosopher, gonlus Hegel.
Therslove, though oonseiously, he,too, thought of Absoluie as that unity &f
theory und practics that tae philesop‘wra underntood best, Absolute ues no

. longer- contemplated, but sctive; no lenger liaited to but one class but could.
M_}_qggm_, lc‘d.we 4 dhﬂnsinn bayond hlmself.

Hhen M:rx got %0 standing Hogel fpight slide w=p, that iz to
Bey diselosy that the dislectic of thought wes, in fact, the dialectic of
histery, that the"corngelousnses" could not possibly exist outalde ol man and .
that, thaemefors, tho mwisidwormmrsmooc strugglagol’ consciousness andepelfe
consoiousness wire mat men struggling, indesd 'classss in confiict Mkl diak ——thet
a1l of thess struggles cnanated, not from mythical battles, or even philosophie
ones, but ware rooted in the mode of production in any singls hisforis peried,
Marx w2 doing a grest deai mero than standing Aepol "rignt alde w', ALl of
the Sacond International =~ and X am here including all beeaunss Lanin, too, was
then a membar of tho Second as it wms the only Marzist International - got
from Merx!s modest ctatemani about his ralaiionship to Hegel wus that now they
did not need Hepeli anymore; that now they"knew” that it was tho class atruggle,
sl not the atrugzle of consciousness and sclf-consclousnasy, that was at the
root of the ovils of capltalisa etaetra etcatra eicotrs., The result wus that-
dislactio was roduced to a catechicm about the class atruggle, a danigraticn
cf theory, and, above all, a complete fallure to seo what new emanated frow
tho specific stegs of diazs struggle which charscterized thoir peried and Aid
not charncterige Marx's period,

Dialectics is & spontanoons develovment, not a Jogleald
necesasity and yot both logic and neocesalty are mtegra'i to this spontenscous
developmant. It is not that YHogel Ygot man ... into the dialectics?, If ia
that the history of thought and the history okf man are so interrelated, it is
lmpaenible to have history without man ard 1t is what forced Hegal into a
dialectic far boyond his own consalousness, But to get beyond somethlkng, one
muot first roazch the level of that something, And the Harxists -had not reachsd
the level of Hegal, though they were all materialists and notiidealista’,
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I bal.'..a?c there 15 Bome confnsinn un the quesastien of
Notion. ‘The Dootrine of Notion ic the d&etrhw where Being in Resonae have
uited, where tho unity of Throry ant! Practice have aokieved the Absslute,
It in also what, to a Merxist but not ¢o Hegel, meant the realizaticn of
Froodoa for unily of thecry and practive saanot be ackicved cther then in the
. preeese of rswluatien and ths movemsnt %0 & new soclety. {egel ciid place
Freoudom &nd Reancn as the two modt fundamental, dinanic "eternsl® sirivings
of man but, to the extent that he 1imitad bils Frexdoms to thought, the
Dootrine of the Notiun resalins in g rarified atuotphere.)

The concapt of lotion Ao the convept of totality, that is
say utien you soe all gspacte, ramificstions, # axd implicatione. Fotlon
not fetish., Fetlsh ism the idolatry of a thing, rather tlan a person.

a person is degraded, or, to ugse the strictly tarxian phraseclogy, reified,
l.e. mede into thing, then clearly wo aras dealing with a preverse socoisty.
What; Marxy did in that superb section on the "Fetism cf Commoditiec" was to
takky that ardinary thing of axchange, a commodity, aad show that it was not
Just tha unit. the boing of capltaliit wealth. That was only 1lts appearance,
Rery wiis It oaly a produciion relationship, essentinl and more fundumental.

&8 a produciion relationskip is when contrasted to mmrket michange. In truth,
o wora all slaves to what sppeared so simple a thing as a commodily, precisely
beoause it appearad so simple. W were @ccepting, this thing witheut (1)

realiaing that, in faot, what we were desling with was an exploititive relatioh-

silp of productlon,  product of allenated lahor. ‘hat, and m¥x not exchangs,
‘was the Esaance. But, (2) above even that Rugence stood the Notion, only
1nstesd of this being a unity of theory and practice in the sense of womething
- awperior, it was"the arkky fantastic form'in whish humean relations appearsd as
things becsuss that is trulytehat'they are" INDER. CAPITALISM, In a word, Marx
had split the concept of Ansoluts into Two: ¢he Absolute that would be tho new
- seclsty wera "the now passions and new foroes" thet would uproot the old and
senstruct the new; the Absolute of the gxiastine soslety was this perverse |
rastionship of man to thikag, vhere machine domlrated man.. It 1s.tho duality
in this concept of Absclute which makes it so very difficuld to grap,)le with
ami yeot without which ws cannot advance at ail.

Finally, there is the quostion of nopativity. Of 211 the
cnoegorios of llegel, none ig grecter, none is grouch a repuliation of ths formal
Absoluta, none 38 so absolutely crucial to Marxists, First of all, you can
ges the avsolute coniradicticn in the term, "abrooluto negativity"., If some-
thing is Absolute, it nost certzinly cannot be nepated, at lesst if you think
Absalute 13 God and Hegel did think so. If something is nogated, then it
certainly isn't absolute; it has just beenabolished", And yot thers it is,
both words are Hepel's. 3Soth aro a necessury new beginnine for Havzism, for
& New social order, for negetion of'all olds® Tﬁusa & Haoist uxpresalon) and
the ereatisn of the new, It is that second negation, wlthout which the abolition
of the old svolely would lead not to Humenism but to a relapse inte sgme form
of the old, Lenin tried to got around the absoluteness of the contradiction
here by showing aso‘x sta ge is an iAbdclute, that in every such absolute, thera
is e relative when it ins relatei to another stage that once epgain repmts the
crele, but alwa\}rs on a higher level. In & word, the only thing that is aAhsoiute
is motlion itself,

Pleare forgive me for not gotting into conecreto situations,
I feel that if we pot to those too fast, we would not really grasp method so
thut eech of us could apply it by himsslf. It is bottor to be confused, in
doubt but atubbern)y persisting, than to como to ready-madn concluslons too fast

it G&hg&igg aﬁpﬁfc tapn vild byoas uﬂfla%wul soz; Am'-th;_:w a':l.sa ia what
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Deexr Friends:

I en rushing to complete Pert III before I dzuart on the lectura tour.
I wish tc tell ycu dbout a possible restructuring of the form of the book iasofer --
as Parts II end III ere coneerned,

_ As I wes working on Part III., I begen to feel thet, insteed of "isolating®
the chapiers, Leun Trotsky, Mao Tse-tung end Sartre in Part II, “Adternatives”,
they shonld form en iategral part of Part ITI. These euthovs of other "Subjects”
eud other roeds to revolution shovld, instesd, becone part of the "Economic
.Reality end the Dialecties of Iitersticn™, and, thercfore, te placed elopgside
the ccrresponding revolutions or fellures of revolutime in our epoca.

. . . Tus, the chapter on Trotsky conld end Pert I, "Wy Eegel? Why Row"
. since, thougn formully racosnizing ths reietionshi ip ot philogophy to revolu-
“tion, Trotsky got so stuck in "the fixed perticular™ thet he feilad tc follow

the gself-myvezent of both thought and prectice to the sta:;e of develomment that
follwed. the desth of I-eni.u. :

At the other ext*em._, }.ao, s a true origlinel zaster of substitution, with
no ortholdox Marxian theory to guide him, ected ay if the guerrilla cen "iske the
pla.c.e c"" soclal revoluticn,

Ir I do "merge"” Pert IX inta Part IIT then it mey also e possi‘ble to
deel with Fidel Castro after all, since both of these theoreticiens of guerrilla
werfare srould be analyzed at the very point when we éiscuss the Africen Revolubion
and the Tleck Revoiution in Americe, It is impossible to make s decision now be-~
ceuse so much will depead upon the tour, especially the philcsophic confereace for
ourselvas thet we will hold in each loeality. But I think you should know oy
train ¢f thought and thet vou should read Pert IIL with that in mind,

Part III now consists of two chegters: "The Africen Revolutions and 'the
. Vierld Fconoy" and "New Passiosn end New Forces", T en not very sure, under the
cireumstances, how end {f the chepter on Jean-Paul Sertre can fit inteo Paxd III,
though he, tco, is best seen, not so5 much In the period immediately following
the concluzion of World Wer II, but rather during the last decede. :

The nmain point 15 to view the book es 2 whole. Therefore, no motter how
rcughly the draft hes been written =~ anéd the finel caspter is not omly rough
but a mere outline of whet it mey become after the tour - we can discuss the
metter cowprehensively when finelly I get to your perticular lozelity. Each of
you, I hope, will have reed the whole defore I come.

BEven if you have not discussad the whole collectvity, it is important that
you reed it individuelly, No doubt I will eisc give one public lecture on the
book.

Yours,

PAYA
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¥rionds,

R I h.ma just completed the preparat.ion for transmittal io .
the li.brary archives the history of owr devalopment &3 an independent
pauasoohic-politzcal tendency on the wordd sccac. Tae decuments now nimber

spenning over a poried of twenty-eight years, l.e. from the first =
documeat. enkitled MIursia ic a Stato (apitelist Soclety"”. 2Sesides these
ten vol‘tmar there are, of course, the voluaes conoainmg basund ceples of
srdence (October, .1.953 to Herch, 1955) and ‘iews & Letters {1955 to
? plve the aooks and pamphlets we havao published. In a word, the ten
volmas are salely'ctitdies, resolutions, publications relating to these
" gtodles that ‘appeared - in bourgeeisa or other publieations. and, some Uil
pu‘blishsd documents: one voliiue of MNarx's archives that I have roughly
" translated for ‘myself but, &nat have naver been translated or publishel in
English, from the Theorics of & Surplus Velue to the final (1881) document
‘ws.bave from” Marx's hand. 1te other volums of unpublished writings consists
of somd of.” the material that I handed in as part of the original 1941~ -
942 ‘znalysis of the Ruseian economy. The exciting part about.that is. that.
t-allowed me to entitle the uhula ‘b_o_dy of idgas over this quarter of 2
cenh.u'y HRXBE-HG.ATES.H

: -Here is what I mean, when I First spoke to tho arc.h;vists L

hard tbought that 194.:.«]955 woilld have to be 2alled "State Capitalfst Tandnn\.y"
and only front’ the' establishment of News & Letters ceuld I called' the tendercy -
Hﬂrxistummmim.‘r- The actual compilXutitA 7Y be a voyage of '.iiacovern for I -
fourd cthat ofie ‘of - the unpublished manuseripts called "Labor and-Soclety™, ™ .
wpittenin 1942 Had: actunl'l.y baded itself on the Humanist esgays. Tuey werg .
then totally wiknown ‘in’ this country'. ‘my quotations were from the Russlan and
ui.nc-s T was, quite -self-conscious on the questiocn of philosophy that I felt X
did; not ‘then comprehend in full, my whole ctress was on the fact that the
Rmsm'_mlyain wae net a. question of Russia, but- a question of the mola of
lebory - and eapec.all_r 80 'in a supposedly mrkez's' stats. By the time, in J9+?,

“those. eesaye were translated from the origingl German and mimeographed then,

wo ‘did roprodvce the section, Labor and Sociat_v. but without-e date, so that

‘. iy appeared as if written in 1947 instead of 1942 (I happen to have bean in

France during that paried and was uneaware what they ware doing here)., In any

. cxED the titling. of the vAlumes of arehives, newspapers, pamphlets and the

- book reflects pnilosophically and politicelly a quite consistent, historic
~a6 wall i8 American-rooted and black dimension that spens a perjod impossible
for anybody to dispute.

T Anneg is stencilling the intrcductory note as well as the
content pages und I imagine 1t will take a week befork this is stencilled,
mimaographed and sent to you. I am sorry that this, having taken two weeks of
my time, has delayed the prasentation of the parspectives for our plonum,
fBut Tuesday tho rough drait is being presented to tho BEG and it will then
be stenciliel to qut initlate discussion, not by bits and pleces, bul as an
over-all view., 35till we're not actually late because pre-plenary discusslons
are not like convention discussions, 1i,e, take thirty instead of sixty days.

Tours
.lgya
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